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Applicant(s) 




Group Art Unit 



-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 



_MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE. 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 



Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims \ 

^ Claim(s) 



Of the above claim(s) 

QtClaim(s) 

^ Claim(s) 



ffl. Claim(s)- 
□ Claim(s)- 



.is/are pending in the application. 

is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
- is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (a)-(d) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

'Certified copies not received: 

Attachment(s) 



^Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

^Notice of Reference(s) Cited, PTO-892 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 
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Art Unit: 1754 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dai 
et al. article taken with Tohji article. 

Dai teaches on pg. 472 preheating a Mo/alumina catalyst and then growing SWNTs. 
This differs only in not removing the catalyst, however Tohji teaches on pg. 1975 
removing the catalytic metals from the SWNTs. Thus, doing so in the Dai process is an 
obvious expedient to maximize production of SWNTs. The velocity is not taught, but (if 
different) it is an obvious expedient of economic efficiency to maximize SWNT 
production; note the recitation of flow rate and pressure, which appears to be close to 
what is claimed. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-23 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
The terminal disclaimer was approved. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to examiner 
Hendrickson at telephone number 571-272-1 351 . 




Stuart Hendrickson 
examiner Art Unit 1754 



